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Introduction
The history of the twentieth century pedagogy is incomplete without mentioning Ivan Illich's Deschooling Society [1] . This book still inspires academic researchers who want to explore some of the most radical positions on education. It also counts as a reference for people who want to research on the alternatives in education beyond the official system. Although Illich did not write much about educational institutions -just 18 articles since 1968 until 1971-, all his writings are currently essential to understand one of the most visionary outlooks in the last fifty years in the history of education. Illich's book is still a reference point, in terms of what could have happened in the beginning of the twenty first century in the western world, or what kind of alternatives people could have articulated in order to take out education and learning from schools.
In the last decade, educators trying to develop new critical pedagogical approaches paid particular attention to Illich's Deschooling Society. However, this effort has not been accompanied by debates in major academic journals. Consequently, works published in the early 1970's in American and French journals, such as Saturday Review, Social Policy, Harvard Educational Review, The School Review, Esprit and Les Temps Modernes, still represent the most articulated critique of Illich studies. In the first articles it is possible to observe detractors and defenders of Deschooling Society analysing the critical methods for study educational institutions. These arguments are eventually divided between those against and in favour of the school system. That exactly happens with the first research and books published in the 1970's.
The controversy over Illich's book disappeared in the 1980's. At that time, international inquiry on critical pedagogy focused on other authors and new resources began to gain prominence amongst critical scholars in the meanwhile. In the late 1990's and the first decade of the twenty first century new critiques were done on Illich's works as a result. Nowadays, Illich's friends in Mexico propose to update his radical criticism against modern institutions within the new political, economical and cultural context. Many universities and research groups have started revisiting his ideas in the United States and Canada. It is important to mention that the first review dedicated exclusively to Illich's thought, The International Journal of Illich Studies [2] , was published in 2009.
In the beginning of the 1960s Illich set up two centers in Mexico and Brazil, where he organized seminaries for missioners taking part in John XXIII's campaign in an attempt to modernize the Latin American Church [5] . In 1963 Ivan Illich, together with Valentina Borremans, opened a new center in Cuernavaca, México, named Centro Intercultural de Documentación (CIDOC). In this center people of different nationalities organized many seminaries dealing with a variety of topics. Some of the most important intellectuals who spent time at the CIDOC and took part in its activities were: Erich Fromm, Paul Goodman, Peter Berger, John Holt, Paulo Freire, Augusto Salazar Bondy and Susan Sontang [6] .
In the 1960's Illich also promoted one of the most transcendental events against Church authorities [7] . Since 1960 he published several articles criticizing the way in which the Catholic Church took part in the programs promoted by the United States for Latin America. He presented several texts against the decision made by the Vatican to support a model of progress and development without concerning the situation in Latin America and people's needs. Most of these articles were published in the book entitled The Church Change and Development (1970) [8] . As a result, in the summer of 1968 the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith requested Illich to close down the center in Cuernavaca and to finish his project in México. He rejected to follow the orders of Vatican authorities and decided to continue his work at the CIDOC. Thus, in 1969 the New York Times published all the documents concerning Illich's process against Vatican authorities. He finally decided to continue being part of the Catholic Church without getting involved in its issues [9] .
Late in the 1960's Illich started publishing several texts in journals, magazines and newspapers all over the world. His aim was to criticize the main modern institutions expanding their power at that time. As a consequence, he soon became one of the most famous radical critics of modern institutions and an important reference for people thinking on new possibilities of changing the world. His books were a reference point that opened debates, discussing topics such as the critic of progress (Celebration of Awareness, 1970) [10], problems of modern transports (Energy and Equity, 1973) [11], and medicine (Medical Nemesis, 1975) [12]. However, Deschooling Society was probably the book that reached the most significant impact in the 1970s. On this essay Illich gathered seven texts in which he showed his own perspective concerning education in the second half of the twentieth century, analysing education in most of the countries of the world. He considered it was the right moment to study the tragic consequences of promoting the institutionalization of education. He claimed that it was not too late to think of new ways of organizing people's learning and build up their own educational institutions.
The first rough draft of Illich's Deschooling Society was edited in Mexico by the CIDOC. In September 1970 a volume titled The Dawn of Epimethean Man and Other Essays [13] appeared in the collection «CIDOC Cuadernos». It was in this collection where the first chapters of Deschooling Society were included. Most of these texts were written by Illich as a result of the works developed in the Alternatives in Education seminary organized in Cuernavaca by Everett Reimer since 1968. In the first edition of Deschooling Society he finally published several months after this first rough draft seven chapters: "Why we must Disestablish School"; "Phenomenology of School"; "Ritualization of the Progress"; "Institutional Spectrum"; "Irrational Consistencies"; "Learning Webs"; and "Rebirth of Epimethean Man". All these chapters had appeared several months before in different journals, magazines and reviews.
The first chapter of Deschooling Society was published the 2 nd of July 1970, in the American review New York Review of Books; the title given to the first publication was "Why We Must Abolish Schooling" [14] . Additionally, Kenneth Parsley encouraged Illich to write an article in order to summarize the topics discussed by him at the CIDOC in May 1970. The idea was to show arguments against schools to the people of the United States; arguments he had been working on from his days in Cuernavaca. On the other hand, "Phenomenology of School" was the first essay presented by Illich Illich considered it the key chapter of the book [17] . Nevertheless, Illich did not pay too much attention to educational issues after the publication of Deschooling Society. He focused on other topics in his later works and came to considered he had made some mistakes in his book about education. Thus, in the 1980s and 1990s he published significant books about the history of the Western civilisation: Shadow Work (1980) [18] , Gender (1983) [19] , In the Mirror of the Past (1989) [20] , and In the Vineyard of the Text (1993) [21] . At that time he was interested in conducting researches on the new cultural turning point of the Western world under the influence of new technologies, especially on the way in which Western thought has been changing under the influence of the screen as an axial metaphor.
Meanwhile, some scholars in the educational academic context started studying his theses on education as well as some grassroots movements tried to open new educational practices following the alternatives defended by Illich in Deschooling Society. In the beginning of the twenty first century new approaches about Illich's ideas on education arose in the context of pedagogy. After his death in 2002 it was possible to identify at least three new ways to articulate Illich´s critical thought on educational institutions. First of all, some researches have analysed Deschooling Society trying to articulate a theory organizing a new learning perspective opened by the web 2.0 tools in the new context of social networking. On the other hand, within the homeschooling movement new radical perspectives have arisen: the unschooling, for instance, whereby defenders not only advocate for the structure of children's education outside schools but also decided not to follow the school rules when structuring children's education. To conclude, many groups and researchers are working on Ivan Illich's texts on education by putting them into practice within new grassroots movements, such as indigenous movements or degrowth anti-capitalism alternatives. It can be said that Illich is still a reference for all of them.
Literature Review
Most of the reactions caused by Deschooling Society emerged in the 1970's. Although a great number of authors found the book challenging for those who work in the educational system and recognized it as a commendable piece of work, other critics stated that the alternatives offered by Illich were utopian and had no practical direction or application. Consequently, there was a clear division in all these approaches to Illich's thought between those who were against schools and those who defended educational institutions.
John Despite this early work, critical attention on Deschooling Society did not flourish until late 1971, reaching its zenith in the mid-seventies. One of the earliest articles on Illich's thinking, "All Schooled Up", was published by Colin Greer [23] in Saturday Review in October 1971. In this text Illich was pigeonholed as a utopian anarchist intellectual who wanted to break down the modern state. According to Greer the most important mistake in Deschooling Society was that the author endorsed deschooling the educational system without establishing a step by step guide for transforming one of the most important institutions in the world.
In 1972 the journal Social Policy published a sequence of articles with the aim of responding to the ideas stated by Illich. In the issue of January/February and March/April seven texts appeared in a section entitled "Illich, Pro and Con": "My Ivan Illich problem" by Neil Postman [24] ; "After Deschooling, Free Learning" by Ronald Gross [25] ; "Need For a Risk Quotient" by Roy Fairfiel [26] ; "Taking Illich seriously" by M. Rosen Sumner [27] ; "After Illich, What?" by Judson Jerome [28] ; "And It Still Is News" by Maxine Green [29] ; and "The Case for Schooling America" by Arthur Pearl [30] .
These seven articles published in Social Policy are excellent samples of the spectre of sympathies and rejections towards Illich's ideas. A great number of authors found the book challenging, especially for those who work in the educational system. They had traditionally thought that they were part of the solution in this troubled world but not the core of the problem, as Illich stated. Nevertheless, even if considering Illich's critique creative, most of the authors took the opportunity to defend schools in their articles; in fact, the alternatives offered by Illich were often disqualified, seen as utopian and with no practical direction or application.
On the other hand, in the issue of February 1972 of the Harvard Educational Review appeared another article in response to Deschooling Society. The author was Harvard professor Herbert Gintis [31] and his essay was entitled "Toward a Political
in his attempt of explaining the problems of industrial capitalism through an analysis of a part of the whole system. According to Gintis, issues like alienation in capitalist social and political structures could only be explained by studying the means of productions in the capitalist system, and not by analysing institutions used by capitalism to maintain its own structures. As a Marxist, Gintis could not accept that human beings' thoughts, attitudes, and behaviours were linked to secular institutions like schools. Nevertheless, Gintis was one of the few intellectuals that, rather than taking a stand for or against schools, tried to understand the method of analysis offered by Illich in his book.
However, not all engagements with Illich's ideas were critically negative. In the issue of 1974, The School Review (University of Chicago) published an article by Dididier J. Piveteau [32] Illich (1976) .
The division was clear in all approaches to Illich's thought: those who were against schools and those who defended educational institutions. Von Henting and Lister, who had taken part in the seminar Alternatives in Education (organized by Illich at the CIDOC in Cuernavaca between 1971 and 1972), argued that it was necessary to break up with schools and finish with their historical monopoly on education. In the meanwhile, Hannoun and Macklin labelled Illich's book as extremist and radical, and ended up defending the social performance of schools. As a result, these studies offered a minor variation on the controversy already raised in American reviews.
Finally, in Prospects, UNESCO's journal of Comparative Education, a couple of texts were published about the debate which began with Illich's ideas. This international institution ended up getting interested in the entire thematic seminar organized in Cuernavaca. Going even further, in Learning to be Edgar Faure [38] supported that these new critical works offered a new radical perspective, with the aim to de-institutionalize education and learning. As a result of the interest aroused, Prospects (which was probably the most important publication of UNESCO) published two more articles written by Ricardo Nassif and Arthur Petrovsky, both criticizing Illich's analysis.
The article published by Nassif [39] was one of the first texts written by a Latin American professor in response to Deschooling Society. The paper was entitled "The Theory of de-schooling between paradox and utopian". In this work the Universidad Nacional de la Plata professor recognized that the approach to Illich's thought was difficult; so his book had several mistakes, tricks and absurd arguments. However, all these incoherences -from Nassif's point of view-, had a close relation with the
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In 1976 Prospect published the article "What lies behind deschooling" by the Russian intellectual Petrovsky [40] , who was at that time member of the USSR Academy of Educational Sciences and the UNESCO International Commission of Educational Development. This text was one of the most aggressive and negative responses to Illich. Petrovsky underestimated Deschooling Society, considering it a book written by a radical author whose main point was not only unoriginal but also typically ignoramus. According to Petrovsky, Illich had not paid attention to the achievements of the soviet educational system worldwide. In fact, Petrovsky maintained that only a person who was unaware of the development underwent by the Russian public school system in the 1970's, could defend these arguments against schools. In 1980, a new thesis was defended at Boston University. The author was Terry Price Harte [45] and the title chosen was A critic North American Protestant theological education from the perspectives of Ivan Illich and Paulo Freire. This work can be considered as one of the first attempts to establish a dialogue between Illich and Freire. However, neither the starting point nor the way in which he presented the philosophical background of these two intellectuals had a solid foundation. Indeed, the main point of this work is the fact that proved the difficulties that the academic field of education faced in 1980's interpreting Illich's works.
Analysis of finding
It was not until the early 1990's that two new theses, both from Master's degree graduates, were defended in the United States and Canada. George Both theses explored superficially Illich's thought. In the case of Cyr's work, the most interesting element was the analysis that set Illich's work in the context of other authors' works, finding connections with critical studies against educational institutions. Meanwhile, Gabbard presented an attempt to resituate the philosophical thought of Illich using Michel Foucault's work as the main point of reference.
The most interesting essays carried out in the area of education on Illich's critical thinking were three theses defended in the late 1990's. These essays were the last essays to be written on this topic in an academic context, the three of them were curiously defended in 1999. 
Conclusion
In the first decade of the twentieth first century, the debate on Illich's ideas in relation to educational institutions found new approaches and analysis perspectives. Despite the fact that essays published by Illich in the 1980's and 1990's were omitted systematically from the most important academic journals of education, several interesting engagements have recently come out regarding Illich's work in different parts of the world.
One of the most important things to highlight since Deschooling Society was published in Cuernavaca is perhaps that Illich's work found support in a key group of intellectuals in Mexico the last four decades. Indeed, those who were Illich's close friends in Mexico -José María Sbert, Javier Sicilia, and Gustavo Esteva -, can be considered the most important Latin American intellectuals. They have written some of the most outstanding analyses on Illich's thought in the area of educational institutions. Throughout the 1990's, the Mexican journal Ixtus [51] 
Conclusion and Future Work
To conclude, it is important to mention the recent work of the philosopher Charles Taylor on Illich's thought. Taylor [58] wrote the foreword of the book The Rivers North of the Future (2005) which is considered the intellectual testament of Illich. In his foreword Taylor pointed out that Illich's ideas appear to him very revealing and enlightening. Indeed, he considered that the new analytical perspectives offered by Illich in his whole intellectual work on modern institutions led to a break in the prevailing trend among many other thinkers who, recognizing the Christian background of Western culture, had been trying to study modern society. While many intellectuals had been discussing whether modernity is the realization of Christian ideology or its antithesis, Illich changed the terms of the debate to introduce a new perspective: the possibility of studying the modern age as a perversion of Christianity.
For that reason Taylor holds that Illich's work can provide new insight into ongoing studies of modernity. In fact, in his two latest books, Modern Social Imaginaries [59] and A Secular Age [60] , in his attempt to think about the epistemological break between Christianity and the ancient world, Taylor takes into account Illich's interpretation of the Good Samaritan parable and his approach to the concept of incarnation and its reverse in the institutionalization of human needs. Without doubt, this new way of interpreting Illich's book could appeal in the future to new research on one of the most important books on the history of education in the twentieth century.
